Abstract-This study tried to investigate pragmatic competence in Iran's 2013 presidential election candidates. The data were collected from the recorded video of a live TV program at the Fararu news source by sampling the third debate. At first, the researchers employed Austin's (1962) and Searle's (1975) theory to extract types of speech act strategies used by the candidates. Then, the study used the Pearson chi-square formula to examine the frequency of speech acts types. Moreover, the present study compared types of locutionary, illocutionery, and perlocutionary speech acts used by candidates with the poll outcomes issued by press media, in order to achieve the assumption that speech acts might have a great effect on election's outcomes. It found three kinds of locutionary acts: declarative, imperative and interrogative. Also, tt found five kinds of illocutionary acts used by some candidates: declarative, representative, directive, expressive, and commissive. Consequently, the candidates were almost equally in using locutionary acts, but they were permanently different in illocutionary acts. Finally, tn terms of perlocutionary acts, the candidates were mostly intended to get the hearers know by their assertion, explanation, clarification, argumentation, etc.
I. INTRODUCTION
One aspect of critical discourse analysis (CDA) is to identify key discourse differences that impact on election outcome. As Van-Dijk (1993) mentions, what is noticeable in CDA is that its' primarily intention is towards social issues, to become understandable, to spell out people's point of view, perspective, purposes and principles, both within their discipline and within society at large. Moreover, according to him, one crucial presupposition of adequate CDA is understanding the nature of social power and dominance. Power involves control, namely by members of one group over those of other groups. He adds that such control may pertain to action and cognition: that is, a powerful group may limit the freedom of action of others, but also influence their minds. He also states that CDA can only make a significant subscription to critical social or political analyses if it has ability to provide an account of the role of language, language use, discourse or communicative events in the production of dominance and inequality. (pp.252-253) According to him, there are some principles of CDA:
the explicit sociopolitical stance of discourse analysts, and a focus on dominance relations by elite groups and institutions as they are being enacted, legitimated or otherwise reproduced by text and talk. One of the crucial elements of this analysis of the relations between power and discourse is the patterns of access to public discourse for different social groups. Theoretically it is shown that in order to be able to relate power and discourse in an explicit way, we need the cognitive interface of models, knowledge, attitudes and ideologies and other social representations of the social mind, which also relate the individual and the social, and the micro-and the macro-levels of social structure. Finally, the argument is illustrated with an analysis of parliamentary debates about ethnic affairs. (p. 249)
What he adds is that the CDA aim is offering a different mode or perspective of theorizing, analysis, and application throughout the whole field. He defines it far from the direction, school, or specialization that exists next to the many other approaches in discourse studies. He believes in critical perspective in diverse areas as pragmatics, narrative analysis, conversation analysis, rhetoric, sociolinguistics, stylistics, ethnography, or media analysis.
The other aspect of the CDA is the notion of power. As Wodak (2002) mentions "the language is not powerful on its own and it gains power by the use powerful people make of it" (p. 10). Consequently, CDA critically analyzes the language use of those people in power or who have opportunity to improve conditions. As Bourdieu (1977) who primarily concerned with dynamic power in society states that the theory of knowledge is a dimension of political theory, because the symbolic power to impose the principles of the construction of reality specifically. Moreover, he adds that social reality is a major dimension of political power particularly. Also, the CDA dependents on context, because it has a principle of simultaneity. Moreover, it cannot be analyzed outside the time in which it is occurred. (Foucault, 1972) In addition, what this study analyzes is not far from the communicative intentions, what Grice (1957) characterize as intentions that produce some response on the part of the addressee. This is what has been called illocutionary uptake. According to Searle (1969) :
In the case of illocutionary acts we succeed in doing what we are trying to do by getting our audience to recognize what we are trying to do. But the effect on the hearer is not a belief or a response, it consists simply in the hearer understanding the utterance of the speaker. (p. 47)
For analyzing the discourse, the study is considered speech acts analysis. The speech acts will be analyzed by theories of a British philosopher of language, Austin (1962) , and an American philosopher, Searle (1975) who suggest how these theories can act as a framework for eliciting the used speech acts of Iranian candidates. According to Austin (1962) , there are some needs for analyzing the speech acts including:
Firstly, a locutionary act that is roughly equivalent to uttering a certain sentence with a certain sense and reference, and equivalent to meaning in the traditional sense. Secondly, he mentions that human being also perform illocutionary acts such as informing, ordering, warning, and undertaking. Thirdly, he adds that human being may also perform perlocutionary acts: what we bring about or achieve by saying something, such as convincing, persuading, deterring and even, say, surprising or misleading. (p. 108)
Moreover, Searle (1975) claims that four acts are characteristically performed in the utterance of a sentence: "a. Uttering words (morphemes, sentences) = performing utterance acts b. Referring and predicating = performing propositional acts c. Stating, questioning, commanding, promising, etc = performing illocutionary acts" (p. 24).
II. METHODOLOGY

A. Research Questions and Hypotheses
All the statistical analyses were conducted to investigate the following research questions. Q1. What are the frequencies of speech act strategies used by Iran's 2013 presidential candidates? Q2. What is the relationship between the use of speech acts types (locutionary acts, illocutionary acts, and perlocutionary acts) and the poll outcomes issued by press media in Iran's 2013 presidential debate?
According to the questions mentioned and the purposes of the study, the following research hypotheses were predicted:
H1. There is not any significant difference between the frequencies of speech act strategies used by Iran's 2013 presidential candidates.
H2. There is a relationship between the use of speech acts types (locutionary acts, illocutionary acts, and perlocutionary acts) and the poll outcomes issued by press media in Iran's 2013 presidential debate.
B. Participants
This study examined eight candidates of Iran's 2013 presidential election debate for analyzing their speech acts. The candidates' age range was from 49 to 73 years old. Some of the candidates belonged to a type of political parties like: Development and Justice Party, Moderation and Development Party, Islamic Coalition Party, and Conservative Majority Alliance. Also, some of them were independent candidates. They had been responsible in key positions, before presenting as presidential candidate, like: mayor of Tehran, minister of petroleum, secretary of the supreme national Security Council, secretary of the expediency discernment council, member of the Assembly of Experts, and minister of foreign affairs. They were native speakers of Persian and their speeches during the debates were translated to English by the researchers.
C. Materials and Instruments
This study considered the eight Iranian candidates of eleventh period of presidential election held in 2013, with a special focus on the third debate as the most controversial one. The third debate was held by presentation of all candidates during 90 minutes on 17 Khordad 1392 (7 June 2013). All the debates broadcasted from channel one of Iran's TV at 4 PM. The materials were collected from a recorded video of a live TV program at http://fararu.com (Fararu, 2013) . to answer to the research questions of this study. In addition, the visual and script form of debates are available on line. Moreover, the poll outcomes were extracted from http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Iranian_presidential_election_debates,_2013 (Iranian presidential election debates, 2013) right after the third debate for comparisons of the candidates' used speech acts and the poll. The third debate session consisted of eight speeches of eight candidates. Each one of the candidates had 10 minutes to speak during the debate. They had to respond to the specific questions around essential matters of the country: foreign and domestic policies. At first, the candidates mounted the tribune one by one and responded not only to the determined questions, but also to the other candidates' questions. Then, each one of them tried to collect his speeches in two minutes. The range of used sentences by each candidate was from 10 to 20 sentences in each speech. Consequently, this study analyzed eight candidates' speech acts and politeness by considering at least 70 sentences of this debate that whole candidates involved in. (The third debate speeches, see Appendix)
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D. Procedures
At the first step of this study, in analyzing the first research question, the study used speech act theory to explain how speakers use language to accomplish intended actions and how hearers infer intended meaning from what is said. Austin's (1962) and Searle's (1975) theory were used as a framework to analyze kinds of speech acts of each candidate in this study. This study analyzed the candidate's locution acts based on declarative, imperative, and interrogative speech acts of Austin's (1962) . The illocution acts of candidates were analyzed based on Searle's (1975) five categories of speech acts: representatives, directives, expressive, commissives, and declaratives. According to Austin (1969, as cited in Sadock 1974), perlocutionary act is the effect of the word for the hearer which is a consequence or byproduct of speaking, whether intended or not. Moreover, according to Austin (1969, as cited in Brown & Yule, 1983), perlocutionary act can be described in terms of effect of illocutionary act, on the particular occasion of use, has on the hearer. In addition, perlocutionary acts would include such effects as persuading, embarrassing, intimidating, boring, irritating, and inspiring the hearer. At the second stage, the sentences of each candidate's speech were separated to analyze their types of locution, illocution, and perlocution. At the third stage, in order to explain the second research hypothesis, the study compared the first hypothesis' outcomes with the poll. The polls were held right after third debate in order to define the debate winner. Considerably, in the way of analysis of pragmatics' subfields in this debate, there were some cross-cultural differences that needed consideration based on Iran's culture.
E. Data Analysis
To examine the research hypotheses, qualitative descriptive and quantitative statistics were used to describe the data. The data were collected from eight candidates of Iran's 2013 presidential election third debate. To investigate the first research hypothesis, the study needed to clarify the frequency of speech acts used by each candidate. Then, the data were classified based on candidate's responses to the same question. This part considered speech act of each candidate based on Austin's (1962) and Searle's (1975) strategies to clarify the locutions, illocution, and perlocutions of speeches. Following this classification, there was quantitative statistic of the Pearson chi-square formula to analyse the frequency of each candidate's speech in order to use specific locution and illocution speech acts that had different effects on creating specific perlocution speech acts. The main function of this part was analyzing the frequencies of speech act strategies used by Iran's 2013 presidential candidates. To compare the candidates' speech acts in relation to election outcomes, in order to response to the second research hypothesis, the study compared the previous stage outcomes with the statistical analyses done by the news sources right after the debate (poll). Moreover, the study described the comparison outcomes descriptively. The main function of this stage was providing a relationship between speech act of candidates' speeches and the victorious of candidates in this competition.
III. RESULTS
To examine the first stated null hypothesis, at first, this part explains in Table 1 1) The meal was delicious. E) Declarative (Dec 2 ) 1) During the wedding ceremony the act of marriage is performed when the phrase I now pronounce you man and wife is uttered.
Secondly, since hypothesis 1 predicated that there is not any significant difference between the frequencies of speech act strategies used by Iran's 2013 presidential candidates. Table 2 shows the frequency of used speech act strategies by them. 
Thirdly, in order to test the hypothesis, this study analyzed the comparison and contrast of used speech act frequencies by candidates. Table 3 shows the relation between speech act strategies and the achieved frequencies by considering the Pearson chi-square formula. According to Pearson Chi-Square statistic, to be significant, the Sig. value needs to be .05 or smaller. In this case the value of .008 is smaller than the alpha value of .05, so we can conclude that our result is significant. This means that there was a significant difference between the frequencies of speech act strategies used by Iran's 2013 presidential candidates. This suggests that the null hypothesis is rejected.
In order to show whether there is a relationship between the use of speech acts types (locutionary acts, illocutionary acts, and perlocutionary acts) and the poll outcomes issued by press media in Iran's 2013 presidential debate, this part compered the used speech act strategies outcomes, that were analyzed in previous section, with the poll, that was held right after the third debate. Table 4 indicates that the forecasted votes have been assembled by some on-line news sources. The following polls were held right after the third debate of 2013' presidential election in order to predict the debate winner. Figure 1 displays the overall picture of candidates' locutionary speech-act strategies used for answering the same question. To compare three types of locutionary speech acts, the first column of this figure shows declarative locutionary speech act, the second one shows imperative one, and the third one shows interrogative one. The results of chi-square test indicated a statistically significant difference between the frequencies of speech act strategies used by Iran's 2013 presidential candidates. Since the candidates needed to attract people's attention, in terms of locutionary sentences, they had to use a lot of declarative and imperative sentences than interrogative ones. However, the most stated sentences were declarative ones to assert themselves and describe their status. In terms of illocutionary sentences, in order to motivate people to perform a function, here, people decision making, the candidates used more representative, directive, expressive, and commissive sentences than declarative ones. The purpose of candidates in performing representative sentences was to commit themselves to the belief that the propositional content of the utterances were true. Statements of fact, assertions, conclusions, and descriptions, are the examples of this type of speech acts. By use of directive sentences, the candidates tried to get the hearer to commit themselves to do something. These directive sentences expressed what the candidates wanted, commanded, ordered, requested, and suggested. Moreover, by use of expressive sentences, the candidates stated what they felt. They expressed psychological sentences and used statements of pleasure, pain, likes, dislikes, joy or sorrow. Also, they expressed their feelings (disapproval, unsatisfied, anger) as complainers of current issues through this speech act classification. The candidates used commissive sentences to show what they are going to do in the future. It was in the form of promises, threats, refusals, and pledges. By the use of this type of speech act classification, the most candidates indicated that they could perform some actions by alone, or as a member of a group.
Related qualitative data revealed that there was a strong relation between speech acts used by the candidates and the poll outcomes issued by press media. Significantly, a strong relation existed between the winner of this competition and the other candidates, in using types of speech acts strategies. Table 4 shows the prominence of candidate D in this competition.Orderly, candidates E, F, A, H, B, G, and C place in next ranks. The high differentiation of candidate D's and candidate E's votes indicated that candidate D might be winner in the final election. As Figure 1 shows, in terms of locution acts, candidates A and D used declarative sentences as much as imperative sentences. Candidates B, C, E, F, G, and H used the declarative sentences more than the imperative or the interrogative ones. Candidate D used lots of declarative and imperative locution sentences, and more directive and comissive illocution ones than representative and expressive ones. In detail, candidate D not only got the hearers to do something, but also got them to expect something in the future. The polls outcomes demonstrated that the least votes belonged to candidate C who used lots of representative speech act sentences that just got the hearers to know something.
According to Figure 2 , in terms of representative illocutionary speech acts, candidate C answered the question by the most representative sentences and lots of claims. Orderly, candidates E, and F used more representative sentences than other types of illocutionary acts. Statements of fact, claims, reports, assertions, conclusions, and descriptions were the examples of this type of speech acts in this debate. In using representative sentences, the candidates committed themselves to the truth or falsity of somethings that being the case. Also, according to Figure 3 , candidate D and A answered the question directivity. Directive sentences of these candidates expressed what they wanted; they consisted of commands, orders, requests, and suggestions. According to Figure 4 candidates E, C, and H used lots of expressive sentences. Candidates A, B, F, and G used expressive sentences equally. No types of expressive actions were observed in candidate D's speeches. Moreover, according to Figure 5 , candidate D used more commissive sentences than the other candidates to show doing the actions in the future. They were in the form of promises, refusals, and pledges. In terms of perlocutiony acts that are the effect of illocutionary acts, the candidate A with more directive sentences got the hearers to do something. Candidates C, E, and F used more representative sentences and all of candidates except candidate D used expressive ones that the effect of these types of sentences is getting the hearers to know something. By comparison of types of sentences with candidates' votes in the poll's outcomes, the study concluded that majority of votes belonged to candidate D with lots of commissive sentences and lack of expressive ones. Also, minority of votes belonged to candidate C with lots of representative sentences and minimum commissive ones. Finally, there was one by one relation between the poll's outcomes and locution and illocution strategies used by the candidates. 
